
but with the Indian himself it is different.
He can only conceive of himself in his new
estate according as he finds himself sup-
ported for or against what he considers to
be his rights and wrongs. If, when he is
made to writhe under a sense of injustice,
and complains to us only to be snubbed,
or to have his grievance màde light of
from our failure to comprehend them, is it
to be wondered at that he feels we have
no interest in his welfare? The civilized
Indian finds himself in a majority of two
to one on the Naas, and yet he cannot get
a hearing. He has appealed vainly to the
autho4eis-f be relieved from the tyranny
of th potlatch, but he has not been under-
stood, and it has not been thought advis-
able to give him relief, hence it is that the
potlatch in a modernized, though no less
injurious form, is now becoming as it were
a necessity among the civilized Nishgas.

I do not. mein to say the Government
has made no attempt to help in this mat-
ter'; it has done so, but in the most deplor-
able manner possible. It has passed a law
(49 V., c. 43, s. 114) prohibiting the pot-
latch on pain of six months' imprison ment,
but this law has never been enforced, and
this has had a very demoralizing effect
upon the Indians both Christian and
heathen. This is where my personal pro-
test cornes in.

As to the law in question forbidding In-
dians to tear up blankets and distribute
property, it should never have been passed;
first, because there is really no moral harm
in tearing up a blanket ; secondly, because
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